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Abstract

Arthur packets have been defined for pure real forms of symplectic and special orthogonal
groups following two different approaches. The first approach, due to Arthur, Moeglin and
Renard uses harmonic analysis. The second approach, due to Adams, Barbasch and Vogan
uses microlocal geometry. We prove that the two approaches produce essentially equivalent
Arthur packets. This extends previous work of the authors and J. Adams for the quasisplit

real forms.
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1 Introduction

The first goal of this note is to review some packets of representations, conjectured by Arthur, in
the setting of real symplectic and special orthogonal groups. We restrict our attention to pure real
forms of these groups. There are two different approaches to defining these Arthur packets. One
of them is due to Arthur himself for quasisplit forms of these groups ([A2]). His analytic approach
was extended to include pure real forms by Moeglin and Renard ([MR2]). The other approach
follows the work of Adams, Barbasch and Vogan in microlocal geometry ([ABV]). The principal
goal of this note is to prove that the two approaches produce essentially equivalent Arthur packets.
The equivalence of the Arthur packets was given in the quasisplit case in [AAM]. The only pure
real form of a symplectic group is quasisplit, and so the truly new result here is the equivalence of
Arthur packets for the pure real forms of special orthogonal groups.

We assume that the reader is somewhat familiar with the classification of real reductive groups,
and the basic formalism of Arthur parameters and Arthur packets. Suppose N > 2 and G is
either the complex group Spy or SOy. Fix §,; to be an antiholomorphic automorphism of G such
that its fixed-point subgroup G(R,d,) is a quasisplit real form of G. Let I' = Gal(C/R). Then
04 determines an action of I' on G, and this action may be identified with the trivial cocycle in
HYT,G) = HY(R,G). As we recall in Section 2, the remaining classes § € H!(I', G) also determine
real forms G(R,d) of G. We call the classes in H!(T', G) the pure real forms of G.

Let

Yo : Wr x SLy — VG, (1)
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be an Arthur parameter for G, where YG' denotes the Galois form of the L-group of G. The
centralizer Cent(¢)g(Wr), VG) of the image of ¥¢ in VG has component group denoted by

Aye = Cent(va(Wr), ' G) / (Cent(vc (Wr), ' G))".

It is a finite 2-group ([A2, (1.4.8)]). The Arthur parameter g also determines an element s, €
Ay, which is the coset of

vo (1|5 1)) e contvotme. o @)

In Arthur’s approach to defining the packet parameterized by ¢, there is an additional object that
comes into play. It is the group Outy (G), which is only non-trivial when N is even and G = SOy
In the non-trivial case it is a group of order two, generated by an outer automorphism of SOy.
([A2, p. 12]. See Section 3).

In [A2, Theorem 2.2.1], Arthur provides a stable distribution on the Outy(G)-invariant test
functions on G(R, §,). Although it is not immediately apparent from his notation, his distribution
may be written as

mpn(0) = Y Tr(mph(7)(sye)) 7 (3)

freﬁ@;([sq)

([A2, (7.4.1)], [AAM, Section 10]). Here, ﬁﬁé (04) is a finite set of Outy(G)-orbits of irreducible
unitary representations of G(R, §,). We call this set the Arthur packet of ¢ for G(R, d,). In (3) we
identify 7 with its distribution character, and T$é (7) is a finite-dimensional representation of Ay, .
The crux of Arthur’s theorem is that the distributions 77{22 (04) satisty both ordinary and twisted
endoscopic identities as conjectured in [Al, Conjecture 6.1 (ii)]. Arthur uses harmonic analysis in
local and global settings to prove his theorem.

Continuing in the same vein, Moeglin and Renard extend Arthur’s results to pure real forms
([MR2]). For every pure real form § € H}(T, G), there is a corresponding real form G(R, ) of G.
Moeglin and Renard produce stable distributions

M ()= > Tr(rok(F)(spe)) 7

ﬁeﬁng (6)

whose terms mirror those of (3). In particular, the Arthur packet ﬁﬁg (0) is a finite set of Outy (G)-

orbits of irreducible unitary representations of G(R,d). The distributions 77{22, (0) also satisfy
Arthur’s conjectured endoscopic identities, and the method of proof again relies on harmonic
analysis.

Adams, Barbasch and Vogan approach this subject following different methods, which are
based on microlocal geometry and equivariant sheaf theory on a generalized flag variety. Using
these methods they produce stable distributions of the form

77{25\/(5) = Z (—l)ds”_dswc Tr (7‘;2(];3\/(71')(1)) .

wenﬁgv(é)

The Arthur packet Hfzgv (0) is a finite set of irreducible representations of G(R,d). A priori, these
irreducible representations are not known to be unitary (¢f. [AMBYV]), but they still come attached
with finite-dimensional representations T$§V (m) of Ay,. In addition, the distributions nﬁfv(d)
satisfy Arthur’s conjectured endoscopic identities. There are notable advantages to this approach.
One is that Outy (G)-orbits do not appear. Furthermore, the approach works for any connected
reductive algebraic group G and all of its real forms.

One cannot expect a literal equality between nﬁg’v (0) and 77{22 (0) since the latter is expressed
in terms of Outy(G)-orbits and the former is not. Apart from this wrinkle, one would expect the
two distributions to agree. In the quasisplit setting, i.e. § = d,, the precise relationship between
n)BV(6,) and n)” (8,) is given in [AAM, Theorem 9.3]. The main result of this note is the extension

of this theorem to the pure real forms, namely

nst (0) = Outw(G) - (nBEV(9)),  THE(6) = Outw (G) - L2V (6)



(Theorem 3.4). In fact, we prove a more refined identity in which nﬁé (6) and nﬁfv(d) are re-

garded as representations of G(R, ) x Ay, . This allows us to extract information about the finite-
dimensional representations Tﬁé (7) and Tﬁfv (m) appearing in each distribution, and to conclude
that
7'{?; () = Tﬁfv(ﬂ)

where 7 is the Outy (G)-orbit of = € I8V (4). Along the way, we work through several exercises
proposed in [AAM, Section 10].

Our work is part of a broader comparison of Arthur packets. Similar comparisons have been
made for real unitary groups in [ARM?2], for p-adic general linear groups [CR], and low rank p-adic

symplectic and special orthogonal groups [CFM™].

2 Pure real forms and their representations

In this section G may be any connected complex reductive algebraic group. We fix an antiholo-
morphic involutive automorphism d, of G ([ABV, (2.1)(b)]) such that the fixed-point subgroup
G(R,d,) is a quasisplit group ([S4, 3.2]). Suppose § is a one-cocyle representing a class in H!(T', G)
as in the introduction, and let o be the non-identity element in I'. Then (o) is an element in G
and the fixed-point subgroup G(R,§) of Int(d(c))d, is a real form of G ([S5, 12.3.7]). We call §
a pure real form of G. We often blur the distinction between ¢, its class in HY(I',G), and (the
isomorphism class of) its real form G(R,J). The quasisplit real form corresponds to the trivial
cocycle of HY(T', G) which we shall also denote by §,.

We note in passing that it is possible, and often preferable, to recast the definition of pure
real forms so that d, is an algebraic automorphism, instead of an antiholomorphic automorphism
([AT, Corollary 4.7]). In addition, pure real forms are special instances of the strong real forms of
[ABV, Definition 2.13] and the rigid inner twists of ([K1, Section 5.2]).

When G is the stabilizer of a bilinear form, as is the case for symplectic or orthogonal groups,
HY(T',G) is in bijection with the real isomorphism classes of the complex bilinear form ([KMRT]
Proposition 29.1). If we take G = Spy then the quasisplit real form G(R,d,;) = Spy(R) is split.
It is well-known that a split real symplectic group corresponds to a non-degenerate alternating
bilinear form, and that this bilinear form has only one real isomorphism class ([J] Theorem 6.3).
Hence, H*(T,Spy) is trivial and the only pure real form of Spy is the split form Spy(R). The
non-split real forms Sp(p, ¢) are not pure.

On the other hand, the orthogonal group Oy is the stabilizer of a non-degenerate symmetric
bilinear form, and its real isomorphism classes are parameterized by (p,q) where p+ ¢ = N ([J]
Theorem 6.8). Here, p represents the p x p identity matrix, ¢ represents the negative of the ¢ X ¢
identity matrix, and (p,q) corresponds to the real form O(p,q). Fix (p/,q’) corresponding to a
quasisplit orthogonal group O(p’, ¢') and take G = SOx. Then we may identify (p’, ¢') with d, and
write G(R, d4) = SO(p’,¢’). The pure real forms relative to SO(p’, ¢') are given by those (p,q) for
which g has the same parity as ¢’ ([KMRT, (29.29)]). If N is even there are exactly two inequivalent
choices for 4 = (p’, ¢’): one corresponding to the split form SO(N/2, N/2), and the other for the
quasisplit (but not split) form SO((N/2) + 1,(N/2) — 1). If N is odd, then the only choice for
d, up to equivalence is the one corresponding to the split form SO((N +1)/2,(N —1)/2). Going
through these possibilities, the conclusion is that the pure real forms of SOy correspond to the
groups SO(p, q) where p+ ¢ = N. For even N, the real form SO*(N) ([K2, (1.141)]) is not pure.
We therefore avoid the difficulties presented by this real form in [A2, Section 9.1].

Let § € HY(R,G) be a pure real form. We define a representation of G(R,§) to be an admis-
sible group representation in the sense of [V, Definition 1.1.5]. We let II(G(R, §)) be the set of
infinitesimal equivalence classes of irreducible representations of G(R,d). As customary, we will not
distinguish between a representation and its equivalence class. Every representation in II(G(R, 9))
has an infinitesimal character, which we may identify with a ¥V G-orbit of a semisimple element in
Vg ([ABV, Lemma 15.4]). For a fixed semisimple VG-orbit YO C Vg, define II(VO, G(R, d)) to be
the subset of elements in II(G(R,§)) with infinitesimal character VO. Let

nvo,¢/R)= [] 1(Y0,GR,9)
S€H(T,G)



be the disjoint union of the (equivalence classes) of irreducible representations of all pure real forms
relative to a fixed quasisplit form &,.

3 Arthur Packets

We return to G being a symplectic or special orthogonal group as in the introduction. In the
following two sections we revisit the two approaches to defining Arthur packets and their underlying
distributions. The summaries are meant to provide enough detail to be able to connect with
the work of [AAM] and [ARM2], where similar comparisons of the two approaches have been
established. In the final section we prove the precise identities relating the two kinds of Arthur
packets.

3.1 The approach of Arthur, Moeglin and Renard

We give a review of Arthur’s construction of nﬁé (0g) in (3), and Moeglin and Renard’s extension

77{22 () to any pure real form §. The starting point of Arthur’s approach is to express G as a
twisted endoscopic group of (GLy,v) ([KS, Section 2], [A2, Sectionl.2]). In this pair, ¢ is the outer
automorphism of GLy defined by

dg)=J(¢g"")TJ", ge€GLy,

where J is the anti-diagonal matrix
0 1
J =
(—)N-? : 0
The semidirect product GLx x (9) is a disconnected algebraic group with non-identity component
GLx x ¢. The group G is attached to the pair (GLy,d) through an element s € GLy x 9

whose fixed-point set (YGLy)*Y contains VG as an open subgroup. This gives us an inclusion
VG — YGLy, which can be extended into an inclusion

Stg : VG — VGLY,

that makes (G,VG', s, Stg) a twisted endoscopic datum of (VYGLy, V9).
The inclusion allows us to extend the Arthur parameter g of (1) into an Arthur parameter

Y = Stg oY (4)
for GLy. There is a Langlands parameter ¢, associated to ¢ ([A1, Section 4]). It is defined by
pp(w) =1 | w w0 . w € Wr (5)
¥ Lo jwltz])” '

The local Langlands correspondence attaches to ¢, an irreducible representation my of GLy (R).
This representation satisfies
Ty 0 U =2 Ty,

and may therefore be extended to a representation 7y of GLy x (¥). The extension 77 is not
unique. We choose the extension following [A2, pp. 62-63] by fixing a Whittaker datum. Let
Try (7)) be the twisted character of 77, i.e. the distribution

Try(ry): CF(GLN(R) xdJ) — C

f— Tr/ f(@9) 7y (x) my (9) de.
GLn (R)

In the same manner, one may define a twisted character Tr(7™) for any extension 7~ of an
irreducible representation 7 of GLx (R) satisfying mod = . Let KTI(GLx(R) x9) be the Z-module



generated by all such twisted characters. For any pure real form ¢ of G, we define KTI(G(R,¢))
to be the Z-module generated by the distribution characters of = € II(G(R,d)). The module
KTI(G(R,J)) is isomorphic to the Grothendieck group of finite-length representations of G(R,d),
and we identify the two modules.

Before introducing Arthur’s definition of 77{22 (04), we should return to the group Outy(G)
mentioned in the introduction. The group Outy (G) is defined as the quotient

Outy(G) = Auty(G)/Int(G)

where Auty(G) is the group of automorphisms of the endoscopic datum (G,YG",s,Stg) ([KS,
p. 18], [A2, p. 12]). The group Outy (G) may be identified with the group of outer automorphisms
of G ([KS, (2.1.8)]). When G is a symplectic group or an odd rank special orthogonal group it
follows that Outn(G) is trivial. When G = SOn and N is even, then Outy(G) = On/SOpw, a
group of order two. In this case, we choose a canonical representative

w = ’LZI(N) € On
as in [A2, p. 10], so that
Outy(G) =2 On/SON = (w). (6)

The group G(R, ) is preserved by Outy(G) for any pure real form 6 ([A2, Section 9.1]). Let
II(G(R, 8)) be the set of orbits of Outy (G) in II(G(R, d)). By definition, II(G(R, §)) = I(G(R, §)),
unless G is an even rank special orthogonal group. B

Suppose G is an even rank special orthogonal group. Then II(G(R,0d)) contains orbits of
cardinality one or two. The restriction of the space of distributions KII(G(R, ¢)) to the Outy (G)-
invariant subspace of C°(G(R,9)) is the module of Out y (G)-coinvariants

KII(G,R,6)/(1 —w) - KII(G, R, 0). (7)
Here, w acts on a distribution character 7 € II(G(R, ¢)) by the transpose action

(w-m)(f) =7 (Int(w) - f),  feCZ(GR,9)),

where
Int(w) - f(z) = f(Int(w)(z)) = flwaw™), =€ G(R,H).
The actual representation corresponding to the distribution w- 7 is the usual w-conjugate represen-

tation. The module (7) is isomorphic to KTI(G(R,d)), the Z-module generated by the Outy (G)-

orbits II(G(R, §)). We identify these two modules. Actually we are more interested in the complex

vector space ~ ~
KcIl(G(R,6)) = C ®z KTI(G(R, §)).

Generally, we shall abbreviate the C-tensor product of any of our Z-modules with K¢. There are
isomorphisms between the vector spaces

KcIl(G(R,9)) |0 (ar.s)» = K(Cﬁ(G(Ra 9))
>~ KeII(G(R,68)/(1 — w) - KeII(G(R, 6))
= (1/2)(1+w) - KcIl(G(R, 6)),

and we identify all of them with KcII(G(R,§)). Given a distribution 7 € II(G(R, §)) we define
Outn (@) - 7 € KcII(G(R, 6)) (8)
to mean any of the following equivalent operations
o Restriction of 7 to the Outy(G)-invariant subspace C°(G(R, §))*
e The Outy (G)-orbit of 7
o (1/2)(1+w) - .



We extend (8) to KcII(G(R,J)) linearly. The final interpretation of (8) was used in [AAM]. We
prefer to use the first two here, in line with [A2]. When G is not an even rank special orthogonal
group then Outy (G) is trivial and we define (8) to be 7.

Arthur defines the virtual character 77{22, (04) as the solution of the twisted endoscopic transfer
identity

~ GLn(R) X9 r
Try(ny) = Transga s+ (05 (54)), (9)
with
Transg2' ')« Kell(G(R, §))* — KcIl(GLy (R) » 9), (10)

being the endoscopic transfer map studied in [M]. The transfer map Transg%ﬂg ;;1)9 is defined on the
space of stable distributions KTI(G(R, d,))%" of G(R, §,). It is dual to Shelstad’s geometric transfer
map CZ(GLy(R x 9)) — CX(G(R,6)) ([S3]). Since the image of geometric transfer lies in the
Out y (G)-invariant subspace of C°(G(R,¢)) ([A2, Corollary 2.1.2]), the endoscopic transfer map
(10) passes to the Outy (G)-coinvariants of KcII(G(R,d,))t. As earlier, we may regard this space
as the image of £(1+w) on KcII(G(R, §,))*", or as a subspace of KcIl(G(R,6,)). By [A2, pp. 12,

31] and [AMR, Proposition 9.1], the map Transgl(“ﬂg;:)9 is injective on this space. Consequently,

equation (9) characterizes nﬁé (0g) uniquely, and the Arthur packet ﬁf?é (04) is defined as the
Out n(G)-orbits of irreducible representations occurring in 77{22 (0q)-

As things stand, the distribution nﬁé (04) is a complex linear combination of irreducible unitary
representations. It turns out that it is in fact a character value of a unitary representation of

G(R, 5q) X ch.

To see this, we consider the family of endoscopic groups in the image of ¢ ([A2, pp. 35-37]). Each
endoscopic group in this family corresponds to an element 5 € Ay, as follows. For each s € Ay,
choose a semisimple representative s € VG, and let H(R) be a quasisplit group whose dual group
VH is the identity component of the centralizer in VG of s. Then there is a natural embedding
([A2, (1.4.10)])

e:VH" — V@', (11)
and an Arthur parameter ¢y for H such that
Vg =€oty.

The group H is a product of symplectic and special orthogonal groups. For a more precise de-
scription see (38) below. Using Equation (9), Arthur attaches to each factor in this product
a distribution and defines the virtual character 77{2; (H(R)) of H to be their product (Equation

(39)). For each § € Ay, the virtual character nﬁé (04)(5) of G(R, d4) is defined by

n)% (8,)(5) = Transgyig’™) (i, (H(R)) (12)
([A2, (2.2.6)]), where
Transfy @'« KeTl(H(R))™ — KcIl(G(R,0)), (13)

is the ordinary endoscopic transfer map on the space of stable virtual characters of H(R) ([LS],
[S1] and [S2]). This defines a map

5 Mg (0)(3), 5 € Ayg

whose values are complex linear combinations of irreducible unitary representations of G(R, d,).
One can see that 77{22 (04)(+) is the character of a finite-length unitary representation of G(R, d,)

Ay, in the following manner. In [A2, (7.1.2)], the virtual character nﬁé (04)(8) is written as

Mo ()(8) = D <supes0>0 (14)
O’Eiwc



where sy, is given in (2). Here, f)¢c is a finite set of non-negative integral linear combinations
o= Z m(o,7) 7
7

of Outy (G)-orbits of irreducible unitary representations of G(R, d,). As explained in [A2, pp. 385-
386], there is an injective map from 3, into the set of characters of Ay, which are trivial on the
centre of VG. The injection is denoted by

or—<-0>.

Following [A2, Proposition 7.4.3 and (7.4.1)], we may rewrite (14) as

mEO)E) = > > m(o,F) < spes, o> | 7. (15)

FEMHT (5,) \o€Tug
By defining a finite-dimensional representation

@ = P meF < o>, (16)

Ueiwc

Equation (15) becomes

WO)E = Y T (P sues)) 7 (17)

TEM)! (G(R,6q))
In particular, for § = 1 we see that

WO = mse)M) = Y T (R @) F

%eﬁig(c(u@,aq))

Identity (17) is called the ordinary endoscopic transfer identity, and is one of the main points in
Arthur’s local conjectures.

In [MR2] and [MR1], Moeglin and Renard prove Arthur’s local conjectures for all pure real
forms 4 of G. Following Arthur’s approach, for each s € Ay, they define 77{22 (0)(5) as in (12). The
only difference is that Kottwitz’s sign e(d) appears in their definition ([MRI1, §2.1])

i5(0)(5) = e(8) Transf 5y (nik (H(R)) . (18)

In [MR2, Theorem 9.3] they prove the ordinary endoscopic transfer identity (17) with ¢, replaced
by 6. Thus, nﬁé (04) and the definition of Arthur packets are extended to any pure real form ¢ of

G. We point out that, similar to what happens in the quasisplit case, the distribution 77{22 (0)(3) is
only defined up to the action of Outy (G). We also notice that for 5§ =1 the distribution

r r a6 T
nSE(0) = L (6)(1) = Transgz'y) ) (05 (0,))

is stable, since Transggﬁ’gz) carries stable virtual characters to stable virtual characters. The

Arthur packet ﬁﬁé (0) is the set of Outy(G)-orbits of irreducible representations occurring in

7];22 (6). In [MR2], Moeglin and Renard use cohomological and parabolic induction to actually give
a description of the representations in each Arthur packet.

3.2 The approach of Adams, Barbasch and Vogan

In this section we give a quick review of Adams, Barbasch and Vogan’s solution nﬁg’v (0) to Arthur’s
conjectures. The results in [ABV] apply to any complex connected reductive group G. However,



we continue by assuming that G is symplectic or special orthogonal, or any finite product of these
groups. We continue by writing § for any pure real form of G.

Let P (YG") be the set of quasiadmissible homomorphisms ¢ : Wg — VG' of G ([ABV,
Definition 5.2]), i.e. the set of L-homomorphisms for a quasisplit form of G. Associated to any
¢ € P (YG"), there is an infinitesimal character YO C Vg ([ABV, Proposition 5.6]). Let

P(Yo,vah), (19)

be the subset of P (VGF) consisting of homomorphisms with infinitesimal character ¥©. The group
VG acts on P (YO,YG") by conjugation. It is to the set of ¥G-orbits

PMOYGYVG (20)

that the Langlands correspondence, in its original form [L], assigns L-packets of representations of
G(R,9)
¢ «— Iy (9)

(I, (9) is empty when ¢ is not relevant to §). A great innovation of [ABV], which is central to their
construction of Arthur packets, is to describe the L-packets of G(R, ) in terms of an appropriate
geometry on VGT. This is done through the introduction of the complex variety X (YO,VGT) of
geometric parameters, which lies between (19) and (20) ([ABV, Definition 6.9]). It may be regarded
as a set of equivalence classes in P(YO,"VG") upon which VG still acts by conjugation with finitely
many orbits ([AAM, Section 2.2], [ABV, Proposition 6.16]). The map to equivalence classes

P(YO,VG") — X(YO,VGY)

passes to a bijection at the level of ¥ G-orbits ([ABV, Proposition 6.17]). Thus, the local Langlands
correspondence may supplemented by

Sy > @ +— I1,(0) (21)

where S, C X (YO,VG") is the VG-orbit corresponding to the YG-orbit of ¢. One motivation
for introducing X (V(’), VGF) is that the closure relations between V' G-orbits imply relationships
between the representations of corresponding L-packets. Moreover, in [ABV, Theorem 10.4] the
local Langlands correspondence is refined from a bijection between L-packets and L-parameters,
to a bijection between (equivalence classes of) irreducible representations and what they refer to
as complete geometric parameters. More precisely, the authors supplement each VG-orbit S C
X(VO,VGY) with a VG-equivariant local system V of vector spaces on S, and define the set of
(pure) complete geometric parameters
E(\/ O, \/GF)

for X(VO,VGT) as the set of pairs & = (S,V). The set of YG-equivariant local systems on S are in
bijection with the representations in an extended L-packet

IIs(G/R) > I, (6)
where S = S, as in (21). More symbolically, there is a bijection
m(§) «— £ =(5,V), (22)

where m(£) runs over all irreducible representations with infinitesimal character YO of pure real
forms of G including G(R, ¢).

A striking feature of (22) is that the pair £ = (S5,V) determines a perverse sheaf P(£) on
X(0O,VGY). Let P(X(Y0O,VGT)) be the category of ¥ G-equivariant perverse sheaves of complex
vector spaces on X (YO,VGY) ([BL, Section 5]). This is an abelian category and, as explained in
[ABV, (7.10)(d)], its simple objects are parameterized by the set of complete geometric parameters

E— P€), ¢e=(V0,YaN).



Hence, we may extend (22) to a one-to-one correspondence
m(§) «— £ +— P(§). (23)

We write KII(YO, G/R) and KX (YO, VG") for Z-modules generated by II(Y O, G/R) and P(X (YO, VG"))
respectively. These two groups are Grothendieck groups of finite-length objects and have respective
bases

{r(€) : € €2(Y0,YGN)} and {P(6): € € 5(VO,Y G}

Correspondence (23) expresses a duality between irreducible representations and irreducible per-
verse sheaves, in the form a perfect pairing

(e KII(VO,G/R) x KX (YO,YG") — Z. (24)

The pairing is defined in [ABV, Definition 15.11] using the alternative bases of standard represen-
tations and constructible sheaves. It is a deep result ([ABV, Theorem 15.12]), that this pairing
satisfies

(m(€), P )a=e(€) (-1)"bcer, &¢ €E(V0,YG),

with dS¢ the dimension of S¢, and d¢ ¢/ the Kronecker delta.
Using pairing (24), we may regard virtual characters as Z-valued linear functionals on KX (YO,VG").
The theory of microlocal geometry provides a family of linear functionals

X5 KX (Y0,YG") — Z

parameterized by the VG-orbits S C X (YO,VG"). The linear functional x% is called the mi-
crolocal multiplicity along S. The microlocal multiplicities appear in the theory of characteristic
cycles ([ABV, Chapter 19], [BGK™]), and are associated with ¥ G-equivariant local systems on a
conormal bundle of X (VO,VGY) ([ABV, Section 24], [GM, Appendix 6.A.]). The virtual characters
associated by the pairing to the linear functionals x%i¢ are stable ([ABV, Corollary 1.26, Theorems
1.29 and 1.31)).
The microlocal multiplicity is the last ingredient needed for the definition of the Arthur packets
in [ABV]. Suppose 9 is an Arthur parameter of ¢, and let ¢y, . be the L-parameter defined by v
through (5). Let YO be the infinitesimal character of ¢,,. Then by bijection (21), the parameter
¢y, corresponds to a ¥ G-orbit
Py Sy (25)

in X (YO,YG"). The authors define 7 to be the virtual character associated to X?;CG using

mic

pairing (24). That is, Nye 18 the unique virtual character satisfying

(e, mha = X&C (), ne KX (Y0,Ya").

mic

The stable virtual character 7,,’* can be expressed as a linear combination of irreducible represen-
tations of pure real forms of G which include §. Let

Mo (6) (26)

be the summand of 7;}'¢ coming from the representations in II(YO, G(R,d)). The Arthur packet

IT4BV(§) is then defined as the set of irreducible representations occurring in n2BV(§). More
licit] ve
explicitly,

BV () = {m(€): € € 570,V AN\ (P(6)) #0.7(6) € CR.D)}).  (27)

It is shown in [ABV, Theorem 26.25] that 15V (6) satisfies the ordinary spectral transfer
identities (17). In proving (17), the authors introduce sheaf-theoretic versions of the identities
and assert that they are equivalent to their analytic counterparts. They begin by giving a sheaf-
theoretic version of the endoscopic transfer map (13), denoted by Lift. It is defined as follows.
As in the previous section, for each 5 € A¢G choose a semisimple representative s € VG, and let



H(R) be its (quasisplit) endoscopic group. Then inclusion (18) induces an embedding of varieties
e: X(VO,VHY) — X (Y0O,VG") ([ABV, Corollary 6.21]). The inverse image functor of e,

& KXVMo,VH") — KX(VO,VG"),
and the pairing (24), allow one to define a map
€. KcII(VO, H/R) — KcII(YO,G/R)

([ABV, (26.17)(e)]). The Lift map is defined from e, in two steps. First, set Lifty to be the
restriction of €, to the subspace KcII(VO, H(R))* C KclI(YO, H/R) generated by the stable
virtual characters in the Grothendieck group KII(Y O, H(R)) of representations of H(R). The Lift
map

Lift 5« KII(YO, H(R))* — KTI(¥O,G(R,6))

is then the projection of Lifty to the Grothendieck group of representations of G(R,d) ([ABV,
Definition 26.18]).

It is argued on [ABV, p. 289] that for the quasisplit real form G(R,d,) the sheaf-theoretic and
analytic endoscopic lifting maps are the same,

Liftfl((ﬁ’)é") = Transg((ﬁ’)%)

In the next section, we will need this identity for any pure real form G(R, ), and for this we appeal
to [ARM2, Section 11], which deals with unitary groups. The equality of Lift and Trans for pure
real forms of unitary groups is a consequence of [ARM1, Theorem 1.1]. Since [ARMI1, Theorem
1.1] is valid for pure real forms of arbitrary groups G, the proof in [ARM2, Section 11] applies
equally well to symplectic and special orthogonal groups. We therefore have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. For all pure real forms 6 of G

G(R,5)

Lift &%) -

HER) = Trans

Let us go back to the proof of the ordinary endoscopic transfer identities in [ABV]. The next
step is to introduce a sheaf-theoretic version of the representation Tﬁé (7) given in (16). This is

mic

done using deep theorems in microlocal analysis which allow one to express x Sy, aS the rank of a

local system on a conormal bundle of X (VO, VGF). More precisely, it is proven in [ABV, Theorem
24.8] that to each perverse sheaf P on X (YO,VGT) there is attached an “G-equivariant local
system )

Q™(P) (28)
of complex vector spaces on a subset of the conormal bundle to the ¥G-action T, (X (VO, VGF))
([ABV, Equation (19.1)(d)]). Furthermore, for each VG-orbit S C X (YO,VG") the rank of
Q™°(P) at any non-degenerate point (y,v) of T (X (VO, VGF)) is equal to the microlocal multi-
plicity of P along S, i.e. ‘ _

dim (Q™(P)y,,) = x&°(P).
As explained in [ABV, Corollary 24.9], the restriction of Q™(P) to T4(X (YO,VG")) may be
represented by a finite-dimensional representation TgliC(P) of the micro-component group ([ABV,
Definition 24.7]) _

A =VGyu/ (YGyw)ys  (yv) €T3 (X (YO,VGY)),

verifying . _

dim (Tg‘G‘C(P)) = X?L‘; (P). (29)
We point out that by [ABV, Lemma 24.3], AT is independent of the choice of (y, v). Furthermore,
when S = Sy, as in (25) _

Ape = AglJ,CGv

([ABV, Proposition 22.9, Definition 24.7]). This permits us to define the representation

o (m(©) = T8 (P(9), €€ =(V0,Ya"). (30)
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With this notation, Equation (29) and pairing (24) combine to produce the following decomposition
of the virtual character nﬁfv(d) of (26)

me (@)= Y (=1 e dim (rjPV (x(€))) w(€).

m(€)EMABY (5)

Here, dS = dim(S) for each VG-orbit S. In addition, for each 5 € Ay, there is a virtual character

e (0)E) = Y (et T (Tﬁf"(ﬂf))(g)) m(8), (31)
m(§)ETAEY (5)

which resembles 77{22 (04)(3) in (17). The ordinary endoscopic transfer identity ([ABV, Theorem
26.25]) takes the form

LiftG(sy (nin" (H(R))) = n)BY (6)(5). (32)

It is natural to seek a sheaf-theoretic analogue of the twisted endoscopic transfer identity (9)
as well. This is proven in [AAM]. Indeed, following [ABV], a sheaf-theoretic version of the theory
of twisted endoscopy is introduced in [CM]. This is used in [AAM, Equation (134)] to give a
sheaf-theoretic version of the twisted transfer map (10)

Liftga o0+ KeTl(G(R, 6,))" — KcII(GLy(R) x 9).

The twisted endoscopic transfer identity takes the form

e 9 ~
Life S 57 (BB (6,)) = Tra (™Y (5,)).

where 1) is as in (4), and 5BV (6,)~ is the virtual character obtained from 735V (,) after canoni-

cally extending each 7 € H;%BV (GLn(R)) to a representation of GLy (R) x (¢).
We end this section by assuming that G = SOy, N even, and describing the effect of the action
of Outy(G) on the objects involved in the definition of the Arthur packets in [ABV]. As in the

~

previous section, Outy (G) = (w) with w € On as in (6). The outer automorphism Int(w) on G
induces a natural bijection

Int(w): X (YO,YG") — X (w-Y0,YG"), (33)
which by [ABV, Proposition 7.15(a)], induces a bijection of complete geometric parameters
w2 (w-V0,YG") — =(Y0,VG").
Moreover, by [ABV, Proposition 7.15(b)] the inverse image functor attached to (33)
Int(w)* : P (X (w-Y0,YG")) — P (X (YO,VG"))
is a fully faithful exact functor, satisfying
Int(w)* (P(€)) = P(w’e). (34)

Two more maps are induced by (33). The differential Ad(w) of (33) defines a homeomorphism
between the tangent bundles

Ad(w): T (X (YO,YG")) — T (X (w-Y0,YG")),
and duality gives us a homeomorphism between the corresponding conormal bundles
Ad*(w) : TVq (X (w-Y0,VGY)) — Tiq (X (YO,VGY))
such that for any VG-orbit S C X (VO,VG"), we have
Ad* () (s (X (w06, G")) ) = T3 (X (YO, VGT)).

We can now describe the effect of Out(G) on ABV-packets.

11



Proposition 3.2. Suppose Vg is an Arthur parameter of G = SOy, and N is even. Let w be as
in (6). Then

(a) TABY, oy (r(w€)) = THBY (m(€)) o Tnt(w), € € 2 (Y0, VGT)
(%)
AR o, (0) = {7(w€) + €€2(Y0,YGT), n(¢) e PV (9)}

= {m(© omt(w) : £€=(Y0,YC"), m(¢) e PV (5)}

(¢) wmpeV (0)(5) = Mt () oups (0) (Int () (3)).

Proof. Let £ € Z(VO,VGT) and let Q™i¢(P(¢)) be the ¥ G-equivariant local system on a subset of
Tie (X (YO,VGY)) asin (28). The stalks of Q™°(P(€)) at a point (y,v) € T5 (X (YO,VGY)) are
given in [ABV, (24.10)(b)] by the relative hypercohomology

QU(P(€))y,, = H- M5 (J, K; P(€)).

Here, (J, K) is a pair of compact subspaces of X (YO,VG") with K C J ([ABV, (24.10) (a)]). Let
h: J— K < J be the inclusion and let P(£)|; be the restriction of P({) to J. By definition

H* (J,K; P(§)) =H* (J; R h'P(€),) .

We wish to transfer these objects using the homeomorphisms induced by w = w™'. Let us write
w-h-w = Int(w) o h oInt(w) for short. Then clearly w - h - w is the inclusion of the w-conjugate
of J — K into the w-conjugate of J. Together with (34) we deduce

Q™ (P (W) ) tnt (w) (v),Ad* () (v)

= Q™ (Int(w)™ P(E)1nt(w) (), Ad* () ()

= g~ At (Ing(w)(J), Int (w) (K); Int(w)* P(€),7)

= H~ It (Ing(w)(J); R(w - h - w)(w - b - w)'Int(w)* P(€),5) -

In order to simplify this expression we make some observations about the functors which appear
in it. Since Int(w) is a homeomorphism satisfying (Int(w))® = Id, it follows that

Int(w); = Int(w),, Int(w)* =Int(w)', RInt(w), nt(w)* =Id

as long as one keeps track of the domains and codomains of the functors. Additionally, since both
h and Int(w) are open embeddings

R(w - h-w)y = RInt(w), o Rhy o RInt(w); = Int(w). o Rhy o Int(w),
and
(w-h-w)' =Int(w) oh' oInt(w)' = Int(w)* o k' o Int(w)*.

([A, Proposition 1.3.7]). Hence,

[~ dim(Int(w)S) (Int(w)(J); R(w - h - w)i(w - h - w)!Int(w)*P(f)u)

= [~ NS (Ing(w)(J); RInt(w). Rhih' P(€),)

~ - dim(Int(w)S) (J7 Rh!hlp(f)u)

= H™= (], K; P(6))

= Q™(P(E))y.v-

This implies that ‘ ‘
(Ad™(w))"Q™(P(§)) = Q™ (P(w"¢)), (35)
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where (Ad*(w))* is the inverse image functor of Ad*(w). The representation 7, $BV( m(€)) of Ay, is

determined by the local system Q™i¢(P(£)) on the left. An application of [ABV, Proposition 7.18]
to (35) tells us that the representation of Apyg(y)oy determined by the local system Q™¢(P(w*¢))
is Tﬁ‘fv( 7(€)) o Int(w). This proves (a).

For part (b) we observe that

Xt wrone (P(W7))

dim (Q™(P(w*€) ) tnt(w)(y), Ad* (w) ()
= dim (Q™(P(&))y.v)
o (P(E)).

Assertion (b) now follows from definition (27).
Finally, by parts (a) and (b), we may write

wenBVE)E) =Y (DS T (Y (r(9)) o nt(w) (Int(w)(5)) ) w - (&)
m(€)EIGEY (8)
=Y (et T (Y, (r(w'€)) (Int(w)(5)) ) m(w'E)
m(€)EMEY(3)

Mintw)oue (8) (It (w) ().

3.3 The comparison of the approaches

We wish to compare n;ﬁé (6)(5), defined in (18), with nABV(d)(E), defined in (31). When G is an
even rank special orthogonal group, the former distribution is only defined on Out y (G)-orbits (6),
and so the most we can hope for is an identity of the form

7 (6)(5) = Outw (G) - mAEY (6)(5). (36)
The proof of this identity is the goal of this section. Once this is established, the identity
I (8) = Outn(G) - T2V (6)
is immediate. It is then also not difficult to prove
T{ﬁé (m) = T{?fv (m), we Hfzg’v (9)

where ™ = Outy (G) - 7 (¢f. (16) and (30)).

The main objective of [AAM] was to prove these identities in the case of § = J, a quasisplit
pure real form of G. This was done by first proving that the two versions of twisted endoscopic
transfer agreed (on Outy (G)-orbits), i.e. Llftg%ﬂévék))xﬂ = Transgl(“ﬂgémxﬁ ([AAM, Corollary 7.10]).
Then it was proved that

Lift g s " (n3EY (84)) = Trg (15Y(0,)™) = Try (x7) = Liftgd 55 (nf (6,))

AAM, Proposition 6.3, Theorem 9.3]). By using the injectivity of LlftGLN B9 on Outy (G)-
G(R,5,)

orbits one obtains (36) for § = §, and § = 1. The extension to arbitrary § € Ay, follows from
a comparison of ordinary endoscopy ([AAM, Section 10]). In what follows, we will review the
comparison of ordinary endoscopy and continue using it to achieve identity (36) for arbitrary pure
real forms § of G.

Let 5 € A% and fix a semisimple representative s € VG of 5. As in the previous sections, we
write H(R) for the quasisplit endoscopic group whose dual ¥ H is the identity component of the
centralizer in VG of s. Recall that using (11) there is an Arthur parameter ¢y for H such that

Yo =€oty.

13



An intermediate step towards to proving (36) is to prove analogous identities for the endoscopic
group H(R). More precisely, we wish to prove an identity of the form

Moy (H(R,0,)) = (xi=1,20ut, (Hy)) -m3Y (H(R)), (37)

with H;, i = 1,2 defined in Equation (38) below. In [AAM, Section 10] this identity is verified in
the case of G = SO, N odd. The other cases were left as exercises. We complete these exercises
here.

Suppose N is even and G equals to Spy or SOy. The explicit description in [A2, (1.4.8)] of
the centralizer in VG of the image of ¢ makes it clear that every element § € Ay, has a diagonal
representative s in the centralizer with eigenvalues +1. Hence, as mentioned in [A2, pp. 13-14],
the quasisplit endoscopic group H(R) determined by s is a direct product

Hl (R) X H2 (R),
in which

Hy = SOy,, Hy = { Sov, G =5pn: NN even, Ny 4 No= N, (38)

SOy, if G =SO0y,
The following additional conditions hold:

e For G(R,d,q) = Spy (R, &), the quasisplit group Hi(R) = SOy, (R, d,) can be either split or
non-split.

e For G(R,d,) = SOn(R,d,) split, the quasisplit groups H;(R) = SO, (R, d,), @ = 1,2, are
both split or both non-split.

e For G(R,d,) = SOn(R, d,) non-split, one of the two quasisplit groups H;(R) = SO, (R, dy),
i = 1,2, is split and the other is non-split.

Following [A2, pp. 31, 36], the Arthur parameter 1;; decomposes as a product 1, X ¢y of

Arthur parameters. By [A2, Theorem 2.2.1 (a)] the stable virtual character 7,,, (H(R)) is defined
as the tensor product

nA% (H(R)) = n, (Hi(R) @0t (Ha(R)), (39)
where we recall that 77{2; (H;(R)), for H; an even rank special orthogonal group, is defined as an
orbit under Outy, (H;) = Oy, /SOy, . This is to say, that n;ﬁzi (H;(R)) is invariant under the action
of the outer automorphisms induced by the orthogonal group Op,. We recall also that Outy, (Hz)
is the trivial group for Hy a symplectic group.

Let us move to the right-hand side of (37). An argument similar to the one implemented in the
proof of [AAM, Corollary 6.2] permits us to obtain a decomposition

o (H(R)) = ngV (Hi(R)) @0 (Ha(R)). (40)

Identity (37) follows from the previous two identities and [AAM, Theorem 9.3]. Indeed, for Ho
a symplectic group, [AAM, Theorem 9.3 (a)] tells us that

M, (H2(R)) = 1y, (Ha(R)).
For H;, i = 1,2 an even rank special orthogonal group, Proposition 3.2 (c¢) with s = 1 tells us that
Outw, (Hi) - Y (Hi(R)) = {mbEY (Hi(R)), n2 yous, (HL(R)) |
and from [AAM, Theorem 9.3 (b)] we conclude
nls (Hu(R)) = Outw, (H:) - Y (Hi(R)).

Identity (37) is now immediate from the decompositions of 77{2; (H(R)) and U$SV(H (R)) given in
equations (39) and (40) respectively.

The comparison of distributions in (37) for endoscopic groups can be lifted to a comparison

of distributions for G(R,d) by using ordinary endoscopic transfer. The details are given in the
following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3. Let g be an Arthur parameter for G. For any 5 € Ay, choose H and Yy as in
the beginning of this section. Then

Liftf ) ((<im1.20uty, () -2V (HR))) = Outw(G) - nj2Y (9)(5). (41)

Proof. The proof is done case-by-case, depending on the form of G.

a. For G = SOpn, N odd, the groups H;, Hy are odd rank special orthogonal groups ([A2, p. 13]).
Therefore, x,;—1 20uty, (H;) and Outy(G) are trivial, and (41) reduces to Equation (32).

b. Let G = Spy. Then x,;—120uty,(H;) is a group of order two whose generator may be
represented by the element w = w; x In, € On, X Spy,, with w; as in (6). Similarly,
the automorphism YInt(w) dual to Int(w) may be represented by the element Yw = w; X
(—Iny+1) € Ony X Ony41. Now, by Proposition 3.2 (¢) with 5 =1

np BV (1 (R)) 0 Int(101) = M oy, (H1 (R)
and so decomposition (40) permits us to write

My " (H(R)) 0 Int(w) = 13V s)ors,, (H (R)).

H

Moreover, for G = Spy the element Yw belongs to VG = SOpn41(C). Consequently the
Arthur parameters

g = eopy and Int (Yw)og = eo (Int(Yw)oy)

are in the same ¥ G-orbit, and the ¥ G-conjugate elements 5 and Int(¥w)(s) correspond to the
same endoscopic group H(R). The ordinary endoscopic transfer (32) therefore implies

.. G(R,5 _
it (T wyoin (HR)) = 1Y 1o (8) (Int(V0) ()
2V (6)(5)

_ Liftff(ﬁf) (niBV(H(R))) .

Since Outy (@) is trivial in this case, we have proved (41).

c. Let G = SOy where N is even. We follow the same reasoning as in b. Now X;=1 oOuty;, (H;)
is a group of order four whose generators may be represented by elements

w = w1 X Id]\/2 S ON1 X SON2 and w’ ZIle X Wy € SON1 X ONz,

where wy and wg are as in (6). The same pair of elements can be used as generators for the
dual automorphisms. Proposition 3.2 (¢) with 3= 1 gives us

Moy (Hi(R)) o Int(w;) = Nincs, oy, (Hi(R)),

H;
and through decomposition (40) we are able to deduce
Mo (H(R)) o Int(ww') = 15w )op, (H(R)),  and
Mt (o' your (H(R)) © Int(ww') = naeyoy,, (H (R)).
In addition, the product ww’ belongs to VG = SOx(C) and
Int (w) o Y = Int (ww') o (Int (w') o Pg).
Hence, the Arthur parameters

g = €o vy and Int(ww')og,= eo (Int(ww') o y)
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belong to the same Y G-orbit, and
Int (w) o g = € o (Int(w)otpy) and Int(w') o g = € o (Int(w') o y)

belong to the same ¥ G-orbit. Asin case b. the ¥G-conjugate elements, § and Int(ww’)(8), cor-
respond to the same endoscopic group H(R). Similarly, the ¥ G-conjugate elements, Int(w)(5)
and Int(w’)(8), correspond to the same endoscopic group H(R). Therefore, the endoscopic
transfer map (32) yields

Lty (Mo (HR))) = 0y (0) (It (wr')(5))
= eV (8)(3)
= Lift5e" (niBV(H(R))),
and likewise
Litt e (nhe o (HR))) = Lift 5" (nhE o, (H(R))) -
Finally, by Proposition 3.2 (c), we have
w e (0)(3) = Tt uyone (0) (It (w)(3)).
Since Outy (G) is a group of order two generated by w, the desired identity (41) follows.
O
We can now lift Lemma 3.3 to our main theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Let ¢ be an Arthur parameter for G. Then for any pure real form 6 of G

i 0)E) = Outn(G)- (2 (0)E)), 5 € Ay,

In particular, B
II)" (8) = Outn(G) - TPV (6).

In addition, for any m € H;?SV ()

@) = TPV (), () sg,) = (-1,
with 7 the Outy (G)-orbit of ©, and S, the ¥V G-orbit in X (YGY) corresponding to the L-parameter
of .

Proof. Let 5 € Ay_,. By Lemma 3.1, Equation (37) and Lemma 3.3, we deduce

r e = G(R,8); Ar

it (0)(3) = Transfw” () (H(R)))
. G(R,8), Ar
Lift e (miys, (H (R))
. G(R,S
= LlftH((R) ) ((Xizl,ZoutNi (H;)) - UﬁEV(H(R)))
= Outw(G) - w2V (5)(5).

This proves the first assertion, and the identity of the Arthur packets follows immediately. Let
7 = Outy(G) - 7. Then we may write

Z Tr (Tiﬁé(%)(sibcg)) T = Z (—1)‘15"_”15'% Tr (T$§V(W)(§)) 7.

%eﬁ/;;(é) 7EOutN (G) TPV (6)
Since TI(G(R, 8)) is a basis of KcII(G(R,§)), this equation implies
Tr (70 (@) (335)) = (—1)* %06 Tr (F) BV (7)(5)) -

This may be regarded as an equality between virtual characters on Ay, and so the linear inde-
pendence of these characters implies the last assertions of the theorem. O
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